DEPARTMENT OF

wmead® ECOLOGY

State of Washington

SHORELINKIASTERROGRANPERIODIEEVIEW
Periodic Review Checklist

Introduction

This document is intended for use by counties, cities and towns comguttK S G LISNA 2 RA O NB A ¢
their Shoreline Master Programs (SMPs). This review is intended to keep SMPs current with

amendments to state laws or rules, changes to local plans and regulations, and changes to address local
circumstances, new information or proved data.The review is required under tighoreline

Management Act (SMA) &CW 90.58.080@) 9 O2f 238 Q& NMz S 2dzif AyAy3a LINERC
reviews is aitwvAC 17326-090.

This checklist summarizesnendments tcstate law,rulesand applicable updated guidana€opted
between 2007 and 201that may trigger the need for local SMP amendmeshising periodiaeviews

How to use thighecklist
Seef SOGA2Y H P&idlic Rebidw@eklist Guilancdocumentfor adescription ofeach item,
relevant links, review considerations, and example language.

At the beginning Use the review column to documengview considerations and determine if local
amendments are needed to maintain compliance. See WA&1®0(3)(b)(i).

At the end: Use the checklist as a final summary identifying your final action, indicating where the SMP
addresses applicable amendeavig or indicate where no action is needed. See WAGC2673
090(3)(d)(ii)(D), and WAC £28-110(9)(b).

Local governments should coordinate wiltleir assignedecologyegional plannefor more information
on how to usethis checklisand conducthe periodic review
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http://app.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=90.58.080
http://apps.leg.wa.gov/wac/default.aspx?cite=173-26-090
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/sea/sma/contacts/index.html

DEPARTMENT OF

ECOLOGY

State of Washington

Row  Summaryof change Review Action
2017
a. OFM adjusted theost threshold RMC 49-190.C.2 lists the old = Update 49-190.C.2 to reflect
for substantial developmentto exemption threshold of this change.
$7,047. $5,000. The City will also update its

permit application forms to
ensure consistency with this

exemption.
b. Ecology amended rules to clarify RMC 411-040 does not The following sentences
that the definition of specifically include added to thedefinition:
G RS @St 2dods Sofifickude dismantling or removing MQ5S@St 21LI¥SyicC
dismantling or removing structures. include dismantling or
structures removing structures if there is

no other associated
development or re

developmentb ¢

c. Ecology adopted rulegbat clarify RMC 49-190.Cdoes not Amend 49-190.C to include
exceptions to local review under include exceptions to local the current section on
the SMA review. exceptions for substantial

development permitsThis will
require renumbering.

Add a new section that
includes the new exceptions,
using theexample language ir
the Periodic Review Checklisi
Guidance document.

d. Ecology amended rulgbat RMC 49-190.K and RMC%  No code changis needed.
clarify permit filing procedures  190.J.9 both refera & R I i The City will ensure its intern:
consistent witha 2011 statute. FAEfAYy3Ié | yR N procedures for filing are up to

90.58.140(8. date with this change in
Statute.

e. Ecology amendetbrestryuse wSy (i2y Qa { at No change is needed.

regulationsto clarify thatforest = address forestry use

practices that only involves regulations because there are
timber cutting are not SMA no forestry uses within
odevelopmenét € | Y R Rz shoreline jurisdiction

require SDPs.
f.  Ecology clarified the SMA does Renton does not have lands No change is needed.
not apply to andsunder within shoreline jurisdiction
exclusive federajurisdiction that are witihin exclusive
federal jurisdiction.
g 902f23& Of I NA T/ RMC 410-095 adopts local No change is needed.

provisions fomonconforming provisions for nonconforming
uses and development use and development.
h. Ecology adopted rule Renton has not adopted local No change is needed.

Shoreline Master Program Periodic Review Checklist
Shorelands and Environmental Assistance Program, September 20, 2017 2



Row

2016

2015

2014

Summaryof change

amendments to clarify the scope

and process for conducting
periodic reviews

Ecology adopted newrule
creatingan optional SMP
amendment processhat allows
for a shared local/state public
comment period

Submittalto Ecologyof proposed

SMP amendments.

Thelegislature created aew
shoreline permit exemption for
retrofitting existing structursto
comply with theAmericans with
Disabilities Act

Ecology updateevetlands
critical areasguidanceincluding

Review

language to specify the
process for conducting
periodicreviews.

w Sy {2y @&endfnent
process is governed by RMEC
9-020 Comprehensive Plan
Adoption and Amendment
Process and RMCH4025 Title
IV Development Regulation
Revision Process. Neither
process incudes review
provisions that would impede
the optional SMP amendmen
process

Renton does not include the
Ecology submittal process in
its code.

RMC 49-190.C does not
include this exemption for
retrofitting existing structures
to comply with ADA
requiremens.

RMC 43-090.D.2.c addresses
critical areas within shoreline

implementation guidance for the jurisdiction. The City updated

2014 wetlands rating system.

The Legislature adopteal90-day

target for local review of

Washington Stat®epartment of

Transportation(WSDOT)
projects.

The Legislate raied the cost
threshold for requiring a

its critical area ordinance in
2015 and plans to update the
SMP for compliance as part c
this update.

RMC 49-190.Jdoes not
include this review target for
WSDOT projectslowever 4
9-190.J.11 does include a
provision that permits shall be
processed according to state
requirements.

RMC 49-190.Crepeats the
WAC but does not include the

Substantial Development Permit exemption for replacement

(SDP) foreplacement docks on
lakes and river¢o $20,000 (from

docks on lakes and rivers.
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Action

No change is needed.

No code change izeeded.
The City will ensure that its
internal procedures for
submittal are updated.

Add the ADA exmption to
RMC 49-190.C using the
example language in the SMF
Periodic Review Checklist
Guidance document.

Update RMC-8-090.D.2.c to
reflect updates to the critical
areas ordaance in 2015.
Ensure these updates include
the 2014 amendments to the
Wetland Rating System.

The followingis addedo RMC
4-9-190.J or J.11:

Pursuant to RCW 47.01.485,
the Legislature establiskiea
target of 90 days review time
for local governments.

Add a provision to-49-190.C
to allow an exemption for
replacement docks on lakes
and rivers valued at less than
$20,000 under certain



Row

2012

2011

Summaryof change
$10,000).

The Legislaturereated a new
definition and policy foifloating
on-water residencedegally
established before 7/1/2014

ThelLegislature amended the
SMAto clarifySMP appeal
procedures

Ecologyadopted arule requiring
that wetlandsbe delineatd in
accordance with the approved
federal wetland delineation
manual

Ecology adopted rule®r new
commercialgeoduck
aquaculture

The Legislaturereated a new
definition and policy fofloating
homes permitted or legally
estabished prior to January 1,
2011.

The Legislaturauthorizeda new

option to classifyexisting
structuresas conforming

Review

Renton does not have any
floating onwater residences
legally established before
7/1/2014.

Renton does not include the
process for SMP
approval/appeal pathway by
Ecology in its code.

RMC 43-090.D.2.d includes a
reference to the old
delineation manual. The City
updated its critical area
ordinance in 2015 and plans
to update the SMP for
compliance as part of this
update.

Renton does not have any
marine shorelines to support
geoduck aquaculture.
Renton does not have any
floating homes permitted or
legally established prior to
January 1, 2011

RMC 410-095does not
identify existing structures
within the shoreline as
conforming.
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Action

circumstances using the
example language in the SMF
Periodic Review Checklist
Guidance document.

No change is needed.

No change is needed.

Update RMC-8-090.D.2.d to
reflect updates to the critida
areas ordinance in 2015.
Ensure these updates include
the correct wetland
delineation manual reference

No changes needed.

No change is reded.

The language recommended
in the SMPRPeriodic Review
Checklist Guidance documen
is addedo classify legally
established residential
structures as conforming evel
if they do not meet updated
standards in the SMP. This
would allow redevelopment,
expansion, and replacement
as long as it is ¢istent with
the SMP and no net loss
requirements.



DEPARTMENT OF

ECOLOGY

State of Washington

Row  Summaryof change Review Action
2010
a. Thelegislature adopteGrowth wSy (i2y Qa { at No change is needed.
Management Act; Shoreline after these provisions went

Management Act clarifications  into effect The RMC does noi
specify the effective date of
amendments to the SMP.

2009
a. The Legislature created new RMC 49-190.B.10 already No change is needed.
a8 A STE LINE OS R o contains these provisions
in which ashoreline restoration | since it was adopted after this
project within a UGAcreates a | change went into effect.
shift in Ordinary High Water

Mark.

b. Ecology adopted a rule for RMC 43-090.D.2.d.x.(f) allows Update RMC-8-090.D.2.xf)
certifyingwetland mitigation for mitigation bank to be to reflect updates to the
banks used for wetland impacts. The critical areas ordinance in

City updated its critical area  2015. Ensure these updates
ordinance in 2015 and plans included wetlandbanks as a
to update the SMP for mitigation option.
compliance as part of this
update.
Cc. The Legislature addedoratoria = RMC 49-190 already includes No change is needed.

authority and procedures téhe  these provisions sindéwas

SMA adopted after this change
went into effect.

2007
a. The Legislature clarifieabtions = RMC 411-060already No change is needed.
for defining "floodway" as either ' includes both options in its
the area that las been definition since it was adopte

establishedn FEMAmaps, or the after this change went into
floodway criteria set in the SMA effect.
b. Ecology amendetules toclarify RMC 43-090A.7 adopts the  No change is needed.
that comprehensively updated = shoreline map by reference.
SMPs shall includelist andmap RMC 43-090B adopts the list
of streams and lakethat are in  of shorelines. No shorelines
shoreline jurisdiction. have been added since
wSyidz2yQa tI ai
c. 902f238Q4& NMz S RMC 43-090.C.15 includes ar No change is needed.
exemptions fronthe exemption for projects to
requirement for an SDRas improve fish habitat.
amended to includdish habitat
enhancement projectshat
conform to the provisions of
RCW 77.55.181
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City proposed updates to the SMEe attached Table of SMP Changes
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DEPARTMENT OF

wmead® ECOLOGY

State of Washington

Table of SMP Changes

Draft August 1, 2018

Section

Summary of Change

Discussion

4-3-050C Critical Areas Regulation
0 Exempt, Prohibited and
Nonconforming Activities

3. Exemptions

Adds exemptions that apply
to critical areas and buffers
with shoreline jurisdiction
consistent with WAC 173
27-040(2).

These changes clarify the use
and activities that are allowed
within critical areas and buffer
when the critical areas are
located inshoreline jurisdiction
It adds references to the WAC
for exemptions that are simila
in the CAO and SMP to ensur
that the shoreline exemptions
(and any associated limitation
or conditions on those
exemptions) set under state |3
are clear. It also adda list of
uses and activities specific to
shoreline jurisidiction (such as
bulkheads, navigational aids,
etc.)

4. Exemptiond In Buffers Only

Adds an exemption from
WAC 173-27-040(2) for
singlefamily residential
structures.

This change clarifies thaithin
shoreline jurisdiction single

family homes are allowed in
critical area buffersallowing

for buffer averaging and city
review of a study to ensure ng
net loss.

4-3-050G Critical Areas Regulation
0 Development Standards

6. Habitat Conservatiofireas:

Adds cross referencing
information to SMP.

The CAO was updated since
the SMP was adopted and
one of the amendments in t
document adopts the CAO
by reference. This change
creates cross referencing to

Shoreline Master Program Periodic Review Checklist
Shorelands and Environmental Assistance Program, September 20, 2017 7



DEPARTMENT OF
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Section

Summary of Change

Discussion

the SMP for priority habitats

4-3-090 Shorehe Master Program
Regulations

B. REGULATED SHORELINES:

3. The Jurisdictional Area Includes

Strike section b. contiguou
flood plain areas.

Languagestruck to be
consistent with RCW
90.58.030(d) and the Rento
SMP Inventory Report.

C. SHORELINBESERLAY DISTRIC

3. Single Family Residential Overlg
District:

Adds May Creek to list of
Single Family Residentia
Environments.

The Barbee Mill area was
rezoned from a
commercial/office/residentig
zoning to a residential zonin
designation. Thessidential
zoning designation reflects
the development already on
the site. As a result, the
shoreline environment is
changed accordingl\see the
justification for environment
designation change at the
end of this table.

4. Shoreline High Intensity Owagr
District:

Amends the High Intensity
environment to remove tk
Barbee Mill area.

The Barbee Mill area was
rezoned from a
commercial/office/residentig
zoning to a residential zonin
designation. The residential
zoning designation reflects
the developmeralready on
the site. As a result, the
shoreline environment is
changed accordingly.

D. GENERAL DEVELOPMENT
STANDARDS:

1. Applicability:

Adds a reference to
citywide standards for
tree retention.

This clarifi
citywide tree retention
standards apply outside of
the SMP buffer.

e

2. Environmental Effects:

Adopts CAO by reference

The CAO was updated since

Shoreline Master Program Periodic Review Checklist
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DEPARTMENT OF

wmead® ECOLOGY

State of Washington

Section

Summary of Change

Discussion

and deletes existing
critical areas language
within shoreline
jurisdictionlncludes
clarification orexceptons
to the CAO within
shoreline jurisdiction.

the SMP was adopted and
can now be applied within
shoreline jurisdiction. This
Improves consistency.

3. Use Compatibility and Aesthetic
Effects:

Amended to refer to the
bulk standardsable.

Clarification and consistency
change.

5. Building and Development
Locatiord Shoreline Orientation:

Remove redundant
language on site planning

Provide a cross reference |
the submittal requiremen
for a stream or lake study
so they do not neetb be
repeated here.

Relocate fencing standardy
to the development
standards table.

Clarification and consistency
changes.

7. Standards for Density, Setbacks
and Height:

Modified the setback and
buffer standards for
clarity and consistendy.
also adds a modified
buffer standard for lots
over 15006 i
Setbacks are establisheo
as 156 or t
standard, whichever is
greater. The changes als
clarify when this standard
is applied only to existing
single family residences
and existing single family
lots.This includesn
addition to table note 5
which holds the setback
l i ne at t he
from OHWM standard
even if the buffer is
modified.

Amended the application o
table footnotes for clarity
and consistency.

Elsewhere in the code Rentol
measures setbacks from the
edge of the buffer, so for the
ease andconsistency of
administration, the setback
standards are modified to
reflect this. There are sever
clarifications related to this
change. However, the
standards themselves did n
change.

Table note 3 is moved from
section F1 Vegetation
Conservation foease of
administratiomnd added to
the table It also includes
changes that applies a
modified standard for single
family | ots ¢
length that was not there
before and clarifies when th
modified standards are
applied. This change was
intended © ensure that

Shoreline Master Program Periodic Review Checklist
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wmead® ECOLOGY

State of Washington

Section Summary of Change Discussion

Added languae to specify | development or new
standards for portions development achieves no n
property Wwi loss. The table does not
OHWM, but landward of | apply to newly platted
the buffer. development, redevelopmel

or expansion must comply
Table note 1 adds with the buffer and setback

clarifying language aboul  standards. Teardowns must
allowed projections into | 5159 meet these standards,

setbacks and buffers. which now spéy a standard
Table note 2 adds setback of 1F
clarifying language aboui  buffer or a common line
setbacks for water setback, whichever is greats
dependent uses. to prevent teardowns from

Table note 3 specifies how moving closer to the OHWM

modified buffer and set | Table note 9 is not necessary
back standards for singlg  because in the only area
family residential where it can be applied, it
development are applied \k/]VO_UL(]j pk?temlﬁ”y 'allol\fv me
Table notes 4, 6, 10, 11, eight than what is allowed

and 12 reworded for by the underlying zoning.

clarification, but the Table 14 is based on
standards remain allowances in other SMPs i
unchanged. addressed this issue.

Table note 5 is enhanced t
be clear that no structure
are allowed closer to the
OHWM than 100 ft. with
existing exceptions for
single family and High
Intensity modifications.

Table note 7 is added to
clarify that the modified
buffer standard is
allowed for singldamily
residentiakhortplats.

Table note isdeleted.

Tabk note 13provides a
standard for allowing
fencedor properties in
the Singlefamily or High
Intensity environments.

Shoreline Master Program Periodic Review Checklist
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DEPARTMENT OF

wmead® ECOLOGY

State of Washington

Section

Summary of Change

Discussion

E. USE REGULATIONS:

1. Shoreline Use Table:

Added clarification that
development is subject tc
a shoreline permit, even
the use is permitted.

Changed the adult family
home use in single family
residential environments
refer to the underlying
zoning.

Clarification added for ease o
administration.

Adult family homes are allowe
according to their own
provisions in Wagtgton
State Law.

F. SHORELINE MODIFICATION:

1. Vegetation Conservation:

Moved the table for
Alternative Vegetated
Buffer Widths and
Setbacks for Existing
Single Family Lots to the
development standards
table.

Amendments for clarificatiq
related to themoving of
the table for Alternative
Vegetative Buffer Widths
and Setbacks for Existing
Single Family Lots.

Amended subsection
F.1c.i.(a) to clarify that in
order to qualify for a
setback reduction,
impervious surface must
be removed within the
buildingsetback or lateral
to the primary structure.

Removed subsections
F.1c.i.(c) and (d) which
provide incentives to
reduce shoreline armorin
and improve habitat in
exchange for a smaller
setback.

Amended subsection F.1.a

to clarify its application

See 43-090 D7 for discussion
on the Alternative Vegetate
Buffer Widths and Setbacks
for Existing SinglEamily Lots
to the development
standards table.

The amendment to subsectio
F.1c.i.(a) specifically would
prevent someone from usin
this provision to remove
impervious surface on the fa
side of a structure to locate
structure closer to OHWM.

The remeal of subsections
F.1.di.(c) and (d) remove a
potential incentive for
removing shoreline
stabilization or improving
habitat values. However, the
standard is currently ¢o
ambiguous to apply and
would be difficult to achieve

Subsection Fdliii is ameded
to remove inconsistent and
unnecessary language.

Subsection F.1.d.iv currently
creates a situation where
reduction is allowed in any
situation, but the intention is
to require native species, sd

Shoreline Master Program Periodic Review Checklist
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DEPARTMENT OF

wmead® ECOLOGY

State of Washington

Section

Summary of Change

Discussion

and that setbacks may be
reduced for narrow lots.

Amend subsection F.1.d.iv]
add clarifying language
and to specify that the
reduced buffer may have
no more than 5% non
native species.

Amend subsection F.1.g tg
remove unnecessary
reference to non
conformingegualtions.

Added a subsection to F.1.
that addresses
maintenance of dangerot
trees in the buffer.

Remove the requirement ir
F.1.j.iii for a shoreline
variance for developmen
not requiring a substantig
development permit that
want to modify their
buffer or setbacks under
the vegetation
management provisions.

Added a new vegetation
conservation objective fo
May Creek Reach A in
table 4-3-090F.1.I.

has been amended to do s@

There was no regulation
specified for the removal of
dangerous trees so it was
added, consistent with note
7 and 8 of the critical areas
exemptions table in-3-050,
to F.1.i.iv.

F.1.j.iii is not needed because
any property that does not
meet the standards must
obtain a variance.

A new vegetation conservatio
objective for May Creek
Reach A was needed due ¢
the Barbee Mill rezone and
shoreline environment
change. The zoning change
and this new objective bette
reflect the residential
development that is already
fully developed thes.

4-4-130 Tree Retention and Land
Clearing Regulations

C. ALLOWED TREE REMOVAL
ACTIVITIES:

9. Minor Tree Removal Activities:

Amended to require a
Routine Vegetation
Management Permit in th
shoreline jurisdiction if
maintenance activities dd
notrequire a land use
permit. Also specifies tha
tree removal is not
allowed in the buffer in

There were no previous
provisions that specified wh
type of tree removal was
allowed in shoreline
jurisdiction, so this was
added.

Shoreline Master Program Periodic Review Checklist
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DEPARTMENT OF

wmead® ECOLOGY

State of Washington

Section

Summary of Change

Discussion

the shoreline.

D. PROHIBITRCTIVITIES:

3. Restrictions for Critical Are@as
General:

The amendment specifies
that the SMP controls the
removal of vegetation
and trees within the
buffer.

Clarification so the
appropriate standards

apply.

4-9-070 Environmental Review
Procedures

H. CRITICAL AREAS/INAPPLICAE
EXEMPTIONS:

2. Critical Areas Designated:

Amended to update the
environments to match th
current SMP.

This amendment does not
change the standard, only
clarifies the applicable
environments that are
designated as criticareas.

4-9-190 Shoreline Permits

B. SHORELINE DEVELOPMENT
APPROVAL:

1. Development Compliance:

Amended to add the
authority for the City to
add conditions of
approval in order to
achieve compliance with
the SMP.

This change specifically gives
the City authority to conditio
development.

3. Substantial Development Permit

Updated the reference to
RCW 90.58.140(1) to be
inclusive of several
sections in the WAC and
RCW that exempt
projects.

From SMP update checkilist.

C. EXEMPTIONS FROM PERMIT
SYSTEM

1.

Subsection C renumbered
and amended to add
subsection 2 for
consistency with item 20

c on the Ecology checkilis

From SMP update checkilist.

Shoreline Master Program Periodic Review Checklist
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Section

Summary of Change

Discussion

Updated for consistency

Added section r related to

with Items 2014a and
2017a on Ecology
checklist to change the
project value threshold fg
a shoreline exemption.

ADA provisions in
response to item 2016a
on the Ecology checklist.

J. TIME REQUIREMENTS FOR
SHORELINE PERMITS:

11. Permit Processing Time:

Updated for consistency

with item 2015a on the
Ecology checklist.

From SMP update checkilist.

4-9-195 Routine Vegetation
Management Permits

D. PROCEDURES AND REVIEW
CRITERIA:

4. Review Criteria:

Added a subsection h to

create a linkage to the
SMP vegetation
management rules.

This change cross references
vegetation management
regulations so they can be
used as part of the decision
making criteria for routine
vegetation management
permits.

5. Routie Vegetation Management
Permit Conditions:

Added a subsection f to

create a linkage to the
SMP vegetation
management rules.

This change cross references
vegetation management
regulations so they can be
used to condition routine
vegetation management
permts.

4-10-095 Shoreline Master Prograr
Nonconforming Uses, Activities,
Structures, and Sites

A. NONCONFORMING
STRUCTURES:

Amended to clarify that

tear downs must meet th
full requirements of the
SMP (unless destroyed b

fire, natural disaster, etc.

Clarified to ensure that
teardowns are required to
meet the full standards of
development.

Shoreline Master Program Periodic Review Checklist
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Section

Summary of Change

Discussion

B. NONCONFORMING USES:

Amended so clarify that no
conforming uses are still
subject to shoreline rules

Amended for clarity.

C. NONCONFORMING SITE:

Removed thigstion.

Nearly all sites are currently
nonconforming sites, but are
brought into compliance
through development. In thg
case either the standard SM
rules apply or the nen
conforming structure
standards result in site
upgrade. As a result this
section imot needed.

D. RESERVED

Amended to remove
header.

Amended for clarity.

F. PARTIAL AND FULL COMPLIAI
ALTERATION OF AN EXISTING
STRUCTURE OR SITE:

Adds language to clarify
applicability for the
partial and full
compliance standards fol
nonconformingtructures.

Amended for clarity.

1. Partial Compliance for Nen
SingleFamily Development:

Removed standards for
compliance with
remodeling.

Ecology has stated that interr]
improvements that do not
increase footprint or
impervious surface should 1
trigger site upgrades.

2. Partial Compliance for Single
Family Development

The table is removed and
replaced with text for
clarity and consistency of
administration.

The purpose of this section is|
allow upgrades to single
family homes
compy with SMP
requirements by requiring
site upgrades. The purpose
of the site upgrades is to
mitigate, ensure no net loss
and to bring the site more
into compliance with
provisions that support
ecological functions and
values. The standards remg
the sameexcept for the
change to a 40% remodelin
threshold (from 50%) which
was amended for consisten

Shoreline Master Program Periodic Review Checklist
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DEPARTMENT OF

wmead® ECOLOGY

State of Washington

Section

Summary of Change

Discussion

with provisions outside of th
shoreline.

4-11 Definitions

4-11-020 DEFINITIONS B:

Amend the definition of a
shoreline buffer to clarify
that it is measure
horizontally upland from,
and perpendicular to, the
OHWM.

Clarification change.

4-11-040 Definitions D:

Change to definition of
Development to reflect
Ecology review checklist
item 2017b.

From SMP Update checkilist.

4-11-190 DEFINITIONS S:

Amend the definition of
shoreline setback as
measured from the edge
of the buffer.

Clarification change.

UNIVERSAL CHANGES

Removed language that
specifies o0
the Department of
Community and Econom
Development or
designee. 0

Clarified use of
setback/buffer throughou
the document.

Title IV already specifies that
OAdmi ni strat (
Department of Community
and Economic Developmen
or designee,
necessary toepeat it
throughout the SMP.

With the change to how
setbacks and buffers are
measured, to ensure
consistency of administratio
the document also reviews
and updates the references
to setbacks and buffers for
consistency and clarity.

Shoreline Master Program Periodic Review Checklist
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Justification foShoreline
Environment Redesignation

One of the propsed changes to the SMP includes an environment redesignation at the Barbee Mill site.
In 2011, Renton City Council approved a Comprehensive Plan change (Ordinance 5624) resdesignating
the site from COR @@hmercial Office Residential) land use to HD (Residential High Density). They also
approved a rezone for the site from COR td(RResidential 10) zoning (Ordinance 5636pwn in

Exhibitl .

Exhibitl. Rezoning Map of the Barbee Mill Site

ORDINANCE NO. 5626
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CPA 2011 MO5: Barbee Mill
Zoning
: CPA 2011 - MOS Boundary
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Community & Economic Development :: 2 l City Limits

Alex Pietsch, Administrator

Adriana Abramavich, Planning Technician Il B 3 Change Zoning Designation from COR
T (Commercial-Office-Residential) to

R-10 (Residential 10 units per Net Acre)

Source: City of Renton Ordinance 5626, 2011.
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A private applicant and the City of Renton applied for change in land use and zoning for the Barbee Mill
site to recognize the current and future use of this property. Under the COR zoning, the applicant was
able to plat and develop residential use on this site. Although the COR zoning had the potential to allow
higher intensity commercial uses including iietand office development, the applicant entered into a
development agreement with the City of Renton that limited development on the site to residential

uses The development agreement was also approved in 2011. With current and future residential use
seaured through existing development and the development agreement, the City of Renton changed the
Comprehensive Plan designation and zoning to match this use.

¢tKS {at ¢l & FR2LISR AY Hamm LINA2N 2 dGdKS /AdeQa
dedgnation change, or rezone of the property. In the adopted SMP, developable portions of the Barbee

Mill site were designated as a Shoreline High Intensity EnvironmenEfdeiit2) ! This matched the

COR land use and zoning designation of that site at the time of adoption.

Exhibit2. 2011 Shoreline Environment Designation for the Barbee Mill Site

Shoreline Master Program Update
City of Renton

Shoreline Environment
Overlay Designation

Lake Washington & May Creek Inset
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Natural
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[ /] Wetlands

Note: This map should not be used as a definilive source
on Associsted Wetlands under Shoreline Management
Act jurisdiction. Such a determination will be made on a

case-by-case basis.
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Source, City of Renton, 2011.

1 The portion of the Barbee Mill site that was part of a restoration and enhancement project on May Creek was
designated for Shoreline Urban Conservancy and that designation is proposed to remain in place.
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Per WAQ73-26-110(3) the City is to shows thenaended environment designation map(s),
showing both existing and proposed designations, together with corresponding boundaries
described in text for each change of environment. All proposals for changes in environmen
designation and redesignation shall provide written justification for such based on existing
development patterns, the biophysical capabilities and limitations of the shoreline being
considered, and the goals and aspirations of the local citizenry lested in the locally
adopted comprehensive land use plan;

Boundaries:Exhibit 2 illustrates the current High Intensity designation. The boundaries of the
property in Exhibit 1 more closely indicate the property that would change from High Intensity
to Shaeline Residential.

Development PatternsWAC173-26-211 establishes the basic requirements of the shoreline
environment designation system and sets forth designation criteria and management policies

for each of the environments. The criteria for shoreliesidential environments is in WAC 173
262115)F ! YRSNJ G KS 21/ (GKS LlzN1J32asS 2F (GKS &AK2NEH
FOO2YY2RIFIGS NBAARSYGAIlIT RS@St2LIYSy( idclyded | LILIdzZN.
in the shoreline residential envinment if they are inside urban growth areas or municipalities,

if they are developed with mostly singlamily or multifamily residential uses, or if they are

planned and platted for residential development. With existing residential use on an approved

plat bound by development agreement to residential use, the Barbee Mill site meets the

purpose and designation criteria of the WAC for shoreline residential uses.

Goals and AspirationdRenton adopts relategdhoreline environmentriteria for its SMP in

RMC 43-090C and in the ShorelildanagementElement of the Comprehensive Plaie

/| 2YLINBKSYaA@S tfly YANNRNR (GKS 21/ Ay- AGa adt
Family Residential Shoreline Overlay District is to accommodate residential develogmaent

F LILJdzZNI Sy Iy i a0 NHzOGdzNBa GKIFEG FTNBE O2yaraiasSyida ga
those characterized by singfamily use and zoning. The Barbee Mill site meets both the

objective and the designation criteria of the Renton SMP for theebine Singlé=amily

Residential environment.

Biophysical CapabilitiesA review ofthe Cumulative Effects Analysis of the Shoreline Master
Prograni indicates that this change would be unlikely to affect the standard of no net loss. The
Barbee Mill site inludes reaches on portions of May Creek and Lake Washington. Faldé 3

the Cumulative Effects Analysis shows that because of its location within the watershed and the
small area affected, the SMP in general has limited influence on most of the ecblogica
functions and processes for May CreeK_ake WashingtarnThe only exception to this is where
forested areas, upland and outside of the Barbee Mill property contribute to terrestrial habitat
functionsin May CreekThere is some potential to affect aquatnd terrestrial habitabn Lake

2 parametrix, 2010. City of Renton Shoreline Magtagram Update Shoreline Cumulative Effects Analysis.
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